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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 9 and 24 have been amended. No new matter is presented by these 
amendments. The Examiner is thanked for entertaining the various calls to discuss the case 
and the Examiner interview of February 12, 2010 . In light of the amendments presented 
herein, the Applicants respectfully request reconsideration. 

Rejections Under 35 USC 1 12 

The Applicant submits that support for the previously presented amendment is 
provided in the as-filed specification. As explained in the interview, support can be found 
throughout the specification, and in particular paragraph [0029]. Accordingly, the Applicant 
requests that this Section 1 12 rejection be withdrawn. 

Rejections Under 35 USC 102 

The Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the rejection under 35 USC 
102(e) as being anticipated by Ohmori et aL (^'Ohmorf) (US 7,020,636). As discussed in the 
interview, Ohmori teaches a DVD rental system in which an IC card is utilized to facilitate 
decryption of encrypted content on a DVD. When a user wishes to rent the DVD disc, the 
user must present the IC card and the DVD disc together for processing by a shop apparatus 
(a computer system). 

In the interview, the undersigned pointed out that the claims had language that 
clarify that the digital authentication ticket can be obtained anywhere. In particular, the 
independent claims have been amended to clarify that the digital authentication ticket is 
received separate from a location of the particular computer readable content. In contrast, 
Ohmori requires that the media (DVD) and the IC card be presented together at the time 
the media is obtained at the store. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that Applicant's claim 1 is not 

anticipated by the Ohmori reference. Likewise, independent claims 9 and 24 are not 

anticipated by Ohmori for at least the same reasons as those discussed with regard to claim 1. 

Dependent claims 2-6, 8, 10-13, 15, and 16 and are believed to be patentable over Ohmori for 

at least the same reasons as the independent claims. 
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Reiections under 35 USC 103 

Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's indication of inherency. The systems 
and method defined by Ohmori are distinct and would not naturally result in the 
configurations of the now claimed embodiments. Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration of the rejections of claims 1-6, 8-13, 15, 16, and 24 under 35 USC 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ohmori, and the rejection of claim 17 as being unpatentable over 
Ohmori in view of Ginter et aL ("Ginter'') (US 5,892,900). The deficiencies of the Ohmori 
reference have been discussed above in regards to the rejections under Section 102. Neither 
the Examiner's alternative position regarding inherency of Ohmori nor the addition of the 
Ginter reference cures the deficiencies of the Ohmori reference as previously discussed. 
Therefore, the Office is respectfully requested to withdraw the rejections under Section 103. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks and the amendments to the claims, it is submitted 
that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. If the Examiner has any questions 
conceming the present amendment, the Examiner is kindly requested to contact the 
undersigned at (408) 749-6903, If any other fees are due in connection with filing this 
amendment, the Commissioner is also authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 50-0805 
(Order No SONYP026). 

Respectfully submitted, 

MARTINE PENILLA & GENCARELLA, LLP 

/Albert S. Penilla/ 

Albert S. Penilla, Esq. 
Reg. No. 39,487 

710 Lakeway Drive, Suite 200 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
Telephone: (408) 774-6903 
Facsimile: (408) 749-6901 
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